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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 8 and 9 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Nagel 
(U.S. 3,866,731, hereafter '731). 

2. Claims 1, 8 and 9: '73 1 teaches a horizontal cylindrical washing machine (fig. 2) that has 
a door (fig. 1, part 3, where the door inherently seals the wash basket to keep the washing fluid in 
the machine). "731 teaches a wash cycle (col. 1, lines 10-20), hence it is inherent that the fluid is 
provided to the drum, in order to wash the laundry within the drum, where the clothes are placed 
inherently are placed in the inner rotatable basket of the washing machine (part 8, rotatable tub), 
where the tub is rotated at a low rate of speed to wash the clothes after they are placed in the tub 
(col. 1, lines 10-20), where it is inherent that the clothes are maintained at near-zero gravity in 
the tub since the method steps are exactly the same (col. 1, lines 10-20). "73 1 also teaches that 
the drum is rotated in one direction intermittently (col. 1, lines 10-20, states that the drum is 
reverses directions intermittently, thus operates in one direction intermittently) and a pressure 
change device (col. 3, lines 1-10, teaches uses of pumps and valves which changes the pressure 
of the liquid and the container). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 2-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nagel 
(U.S. 3,866,731), in view of Parker (U.S. 1,641,780, hereafter 780). 

"731 teaches all the limitations of claim 1. 

5. Claims 2 and 3: "731 teaches that the drum is rotated at 60 rpm (col. 1, lines 10-20). 
"731 does not specify the dimensions (diameter) of the washing basket. It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to optimize the 
diameter of the washing basket to allow the most laundry to be washed at one time under the 
conditions of the different mechanical components (pumps, water supply, electrical needs, 
motor), since it has been held that discovering an optimum value of a result effective variable 
involves only routine skill in the art. In re Boesch, 617 F.2d 272, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA). 
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"73 1 does not teach a waver pattern formed on the surface of the spin basket only the 
circumferential direction. "780 is a spin tubs for laundry. "780 teaches a sine wave structure in 
the circumferential direction of the spin basket (fig. 1, clearly shows that the spin basket has a 
sine waver structure form in the circumferential direction of the tub, where the protrusions are in 
the radial direction of the tub) thus the sine-waver structure/corrugations give a greater strength 
to the basket (col. 25-50). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have placed a sine-wave structure/corrugations taught by "780 
mounted on the inner part of the spin basket of apparatus '731 to have strengthened the spin 
basket. 

6. Claim 4: "731 teaches that the drum is reversed intermittently at a rate of 60 rpm (col. 1, 
lines 10-20). 

7. Claims 5-7: "780 teaches that the sine-wave protrusions are parallel to the other 
protrusions at a constant interval (fig. 1). "731 in view of "780 does not set the dimensions of the 
protrusion with respect to the diameter of the tub. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to made the height of the protrusion 
3.0-6.0% of the diameter of the tub since the higher the protrusions the more material would be 
required, since it has been held that discovering an optimum value of a result effective variable 
involves only routine skill in the art. In re Boesch, 617 F.2d 272, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA). 

It would have been obvious matter of design choice to have made the height of the 
protrusion 3.0-6.0% of the diameter of the tub, since such a modification would have involved a 
mere change in the size of a component. A change in size is generally recognized as being 
within the level of ordinary skill in the art. In re Rose, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SAMUEL A. WALDBAUM whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1860. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TR 6:20-3:50, F 6:30-10:30 est. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Cleveland can be reached on 571-272-1418. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/S. A. W./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 1792 

/FRANKIE L. STINSON/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1792 



